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I oppose the Commigsion's propesal te further limit the
right of states and local governments to protect my health.

Under Sec., 253 of the Communications Act, z=tates and local
governments are guaranteed the right Lo protect the public¢ safety
and welfare. They therefore must be asble te seek whatever
information ﬁhey deen neceszzary from personal wireless service
providers to enforce the Commission's safety regulations, I
oppose restricting access to information, and I oppose the
adoption of a rebuttable presumption of compliance.

I also oppose the Commigzion's propesed intrusion into the
affaire of private entities suach as homeowner associations and
private land covenants who mayv not want communications equipment
on their premises, And I oppose the request of the Personal

Communications Industry Asscciztion to prohibit private citizens

?“\

from testifying about health effects at local zoning board

hearings! There is nothing ir the Telecommunications Act which
givee the Comnmissicn the right to interfere with che decisions
¢f private citizens.
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From: Arthur Firstenbergqg

To: Cellular Phone Taskforce neeting

Date: Sept. 7, 1997

The FCC is takirng comments from the public in the following
matter:

In Peb, 1996 Congress passed the Telecommunications Act,
which preempts states and local governments from regulating
personal wireless services on the basis of their environmental
effects., On Aug. 6, 1996 the FCC issued federal safety regulations
beyond which states and local governments aren't permitted to go.
Now the FCC is proposing to limit our rights even further., In a
document relcased August 25, 1997, the FCC states: "We are .
concerned that state and local governments may delay the siting of
facilities based on c¢oncerns about the effects of RF emissions
and a carrier's compliance with our RF guidelines.” The FCC is

proposing:

l, that "there should be some limit as to the type of
information that a state or local government may seek from a
perscnal wireless service provider,”

2, that "a uniform demonstration of compliance should
consist of a written statement,” and that states and cities not
be allowed to demand anything more.

3. that the burden of proof rests on states and local
governments and not on the companies: “"Generally, we presume
that licensees are in compliance with our rules unless presented
with evidence to the contrary." This is called a "rebuttable
presumption of compliance.,”

' 4. that the FCC be allowed to preempt private entities
‘such as homeowner associations and private land covenants"
from keeping antennas off their own land for health reasons.

5. that the FCC also be allowed to preempt decisions that
are only partially based on environmental reasons.

6. In addition, the FCC is considering the request of the
Personal Communications Industry Association (FCIA) to prohibit the

public from testifying about health effec
hearings, 9 ts at local zoning board

The deadline for public comment is 0ct. 9, 1997. An original
and 4 copies must be sent to the Office of the'secretary Federal
Communications Commission, 1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222,
Washington, DC 20554, Normally the FCC does nét receive'many

comments from the general public. What say we 3
I have composed a sample that may be used.y irundate them?
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I oppose the Commigsion's propesal to furxther limit the

i evernments Lo protect my health.
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right of states and

Under Sec, 253 of the Communications Act, gtates and local
governments are guaranteed the right to protect the public safety
and welfare. They therefeore must be able to seek whatever
information £hey deen necegszary from personal wireless service
providers to enforce the Commission's safety regulations. I
oppose restricting access to information, and I oppose the
adoption of a rebuttable presumption of compliance,

1 also oppose the Commigsion’s propoesed intrusion into the
affairs of private entities such as homeowner associations and
private land covenants who may not want communications equipment
on their premises, And I oppose the request of the Personal
Communications Industry Assccistlion to prohibit private citizens
from testifying about health effects at local zoning board
hearings! There is nothing in the Telecomeunications Act which
givee the Commission the right to interfere with ihe decigions
of private citizens.
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From: Arthur Firstenberg

To: Cellular Phone Taskforce neeting

Date: Sept. 7, 1997

The FCC is taking comments from the public in the following
matter:

In Feb, 1996 Congress passed the Telecommunications Act,
which preempts states and local governments from regulating
personal wireless services on the basis of their environmental
effects, On Aug. 6, 1996 the PCC issued federal safety regulations
beyond which states and local governments aren't permitted to go.
Now the FCC is proposing to limit our rights even further, 1In a
document relecased August 25, 1997, the FCC states: "We are
concerned that state and local governments may delay the siting of
facilities based on concerns about the effects of RF emissions
and a carrier's compliance with our RF guidelines.” The FCC is

proposing:

l. that "there should be some limit as to the type of
information that a state or local government may seek from a
perscnal wireless service provider,*

2. that "a uniform demonstration of cempliance should
consist of a written statement,” and that states and cities not
be allowed to demand anything rmore,

3. that the burden of proof rests on states and local
governments and not on the companies: "“Generally, we presume
that licensees are in compliance with our rules unless presented
with evidence to the contrary." This is called a "rebuttable
presumption of compliance.*®

4, that the FCC be allowed to0 preempt private entities
"such as homeowner associations and private land cdvenants"
from keeping antennas off their own land for health reazons.

5. that the FCC also be allowed to preempt decisions that
are only partially based on environmental reasons.

6, In addition, the FCC is considering the request of the
Personal Communications Industry Association (FECIA) to prohibit the

public from testifying about health eff
hearings., ying effects at local zoning board

The ?eadline for public comment is oct., 9., 1997. An original
and 4 copies must be sent to the Office of the'Secretary Federal
Communications Commission, 1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222,
Washington, DC 20554, Normally the FCC does not receive'many
comments from the general public. What say we inundate them?

I have composed a sample that may be used,



